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Dear Mr. Chairman:

I have been contacted by a number of constituents to xpress their
concern about the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, (92-235) ending at

'~

the Federal Communications Commission which would re-aII ate spectrum
for Private Land Mobile Radio services. I understand that you do not
expect any negative impact on unlicensed radio spectrum users in the 72
to 76 MHz band as a result of implementation of the proposed rules.

However, I would request that you make the letters, copies enclosed,
part of the docket for your consideration. I trust that the FCC does
not intend to act in a way detrimental to such an enjoyable hobby as
flying radio-controlled model aircraft.

I trust you will contact me if I may be of any assistance in this
matter.

JB:bc
enclosures

BRYANT
r of Congress
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HOME OFFICE: 8035 EAST R.L THORNTON, DALLAS, TEXAS 75228-7024 (214) 767-6554
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RECE\VED

till' \ \~3

'::U] Lannon iJ1...a9:.'
Wa~hLn~ton, D.L.

20515
. !3 ( ? b93Dea n (r) n. Bny-ant, f E 2.,

I have been Lntene~ted Ln aVLatLon /on a~ lon'~~~~
nememben. 1 am veny- actLve Ln a local club who~e memb~~
enjoy' con~tnuctLn~ and openatLn~ nadLo contnolled model
aLnp'J..ane~.

1 am veny- concenned about pnopo~~d nule~ that ane
cunnently- un~en cO~~LdenatLon by- the fedenal CommunLcatLon~
CommL~~Lon (fCC). Ihe pnoceedLn~ L4 ~~ Dock~t 92-235. 1/
adopted, the new nule~ wLll ~neatly- neduce Ihe u~a6LlLty- 01
InequencLe~ cunnently- a4~L~ned Ion model u~e and Lncnea~e

the nL~k 01 accLdent~ and attendant lLa6LlLty- Ion
contnollLn~ model aLnp'lane~.

O~n nadLo contnol fne~uencLe~ ane Ln the 72-76 (r)#~
band. IhL~ band L4 pnLmanLly- u~ed Ion pnLvate land m06Lle
dL4patch openation~. #oweven J oun nadto contnol InequencLe~

Ln thL~ 6and ane Ian enou~h apant Inom the land m06Lle
InequencLe~ that we have oeen a6le to ~hane the 6and wLthout
etthen u~e Ln~en/entn~ wtth the othen.

Now the fCC want~ to cneate mone land m06Lle
Inequencte~ b~ ~p'ltttLn~ them tnto nannowen bandwLdth~ and
neannan~Ln~ tne band plan. A~ a ne~ultJ many- land mobLle
InequencLe~ wLll move clo~en to nadio contnol /nequencLe4
and cau~e Lntenfenence to nadio contnol openatLon4. I am
told that 0/ the 50 fnequencLe~ that ane pne~ently- avaLlable
Ion nadLo contnol 01 model aLnplane4 J onl~ /9 InequencLe~
wLll be le/t t{ the4e nule~ ane adopted.

When we ILy- oun model aLnplane~ unden nadLo contnol, we
~o to ~neat len~th4 to a~4une the ~alety- 0/ the openaton~
and by-~tanden4 and the p'notectton 0/ p'nopenty-. (r)any- 0/ oun
4a/ety- pnecautLon4 tnvolve the cane/ul coondLnatLon and u~e

01 the nadto contnol In.equencte~. 1{ the numb~n 01 u4able
'n.equencLe4 L~ dLmtnL4hed a4 pnopo~ed 6~ the fCC, the
fl.emaLnin~ lfl.e~uencLe~ will Decome con~e4ted and the mafl.~in

0/ ~a~ety- wLll be ~neatlv. decnea~ed.
rlea~e unden~tand that manv. model aLnplane4 have

wLn~~ean4 up to 10 It. and weL~h a~ much a4 30 on 40
lb~. Ihe model4 them4elve~ an.e expen~tve to bULldj but mone
to the pOLnt, they ane capa61e 0/ cau4Ln~ pnopenty
dama~e. ~enLou4 Lnjuny-, on even death L{ nadLo Lnten/enence
cau~e~ the op'enaton. to l04e contnol 01 the cnalt. We olten
/ly- oun modeL4 at on~aniJed event4 and conte4t4 whene
hundned~ 0/ openaton4 pantLctpate. We need the U4e 0/ oun
lull complement 01 nadLo 'nequencLe4 Ln onden to a44une a
4ale {lYLn~ envLn.onment. _

I do not thL~k Lt L4 WL4e 01 the fCC to 4eek to Lmpnove
the open.atLn~ condLtLon4 o/_lan~ m06Lle u~en.4 at the expen~e

0/ nadLo contnol modelen~. Ihe fCC ma~ not thLnk we an.e a~
Lmpon.tant a4 bU4Lne44 U4en4 01 n.adLo~, but we have a
con4Ldena6le Lnve4tment Ln oun model~ and Ln oun nadto
equLpment. The hobD~ pnovLde4 man~ houn~ 0/ enjo~ment to
thou~and4 0/ p'eople lLke mY-4ell and contnt6ute~ to the
advancement O{ the commenctal ~Y-2atc~~.Lndu4tn.y-.

~lea~e help me contLnue_the ~ale enjo~ment 0/ m~
pa~tLme Dy- not allowLn~ the fCC to canny- out tt4 pnop04al4
Ion. the 72-76 (r)#~ band.
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THE HONORABLE JOHN BRYANT
FW0 1'1 20B
CANNON OFFICE BLDG
IAJ,,"~ DC; ':::0:; 1~;

-'.11 OA~ HOLLOW CIRCLE

~, '7..., ~1993 .... _..flfi:~~r::tVcm1'«~:~\. Fr:. r" !:::.IJf.1:JAM~, ~ ....1~'-:i ..:.

tlAY. \ , 1993

FEOElW.C()MlMICAmlSCOIIStJOM
(Jf\CECfnte SECRfTM'f

I THE OWNER OF AN AUTOMOTIVE REPAIR SHOP IN BRYAN, TEXAS. I
DERIVE MUCH RELAXATION AWAY FROM THE STRESS OF MY BUSINESS FROM
THE CONSTRUCTION OF AND OPERATION OF RADIO CONTROLLED MODEL
AIRPLANES. I AM ACTIVE IN A LOCAL CLUB WHOSE MEMBER ENJOY THIS
:::;{'tl'1E HOBBY.

I AM VERY CONCERNED ABOUT PROPOSED RULES THAT ARE CURRENTLY
UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE FCC. THE PROCEEDING IS PR DOCKET 92
235. IF ADOPTED THE NEW RULES WILL GREATLY REDUCE THE USABILITY
OF FREQUENCIES CURRENTLY ASSIGNED FOR MODEL USE AND INCREASE THE
RISK OF ACCIDENTS AND ATTENDANT LIABILITY FOR CONTROLLING MODEL
i; I i:;:PlAr--JES.

OUR RADIO CONTROL FREQUENCIES ARE IN THE 72 - 76 MHz BAND.
THIS BAND IS PRIMARILY USED FOR PRIVATE LAND MOBILE DISPATCH
OPERATIONS. HOWEVER, OUR RADIO CONTROL FREQUENCIES IN THIS BAND
ARE FAR ENOUGH APART FROM THE LAND MOBILE FREQUENCIES THAT WE
HAVE BEEN ABLE TO SHARE THE BAND WITHOUT EITHER USE INTERFERING
('J I TH THE DTHEF.:.

NOW THE FCC WANTS TO CREATE MORE LAND MOBILE FREQUENCIES BY
SPLITTING THEM INTO NARROWER BANDWIDTHS AND REARRANGING THE BAND
PLAN. AS A RESULT, MANY LAND MOBILE FREQUENCIES WILL MOVE CLOSER
TO THE RADID CONTROL FREQUENCIES AND CAUSE INTERFERENCE TO RADIO
CONTROL ORERATIONS. I AM TOLD THAT OF THE 50 FREQUENCIES THAT
ARE PRESENTLY AVAILABLE FOR RADIO CONTROL OF MODEL AIRPLANES~

ONLY 19 FREQUENCIES WILL BE LEFT IF THESE NEW RULES ARE ADOPTED.

WHEN WE FLY OUR MODEL AIRPLANES UNDER RADIO CONTROL, WE GO
TO GREAT LENGTHS TO ASSURE THE SAFETY OF THE OPERATORS AND BY
STANDERS AND THE PROTECTION OF PROPERTY. MANY OF OUR SAFETY
PRECAUTIONS INVOLVE THE CAREFUL COORDINATION AND USE OF THE RADIO
CONTROL FREQUENCIES. IF THE NUMBER OF USABLE FREQUENCIES IS
DIMINISHED AS PROPOSED BY THE FCC, THE REMAINING FREQUENCIES WILL
BECOME CONGESTED



CONTESTS WHERE HUNDREDS O~ OPERATORS PARTICIPATE. WE NEED THE
USE OF OUR FULL COMPLEMENT OF RADIO FREOUENCIES IN ORDER TO
ASSURE A SAFE FLYING ENVIRONMENT.

I DO NOT THINK IT IS WISE OF THE FCC TO SEEK TO IMPROVE THE
OPERATING CONDITIONS OF LAND MOBILE RADIO USER AT THE EXPENSE OF
RADIO CONTROL MODELERS. THE FCC MAY NOT THINK WE ARE AS
IMPORTANT AS BUSINESS USERS OF RADIOS, BUT WE HAVE A CONSIDERABLE
INVESTMENT IN OUR MODELS AND IN OUR RADIO EOUIPMENT. THE HOBBY
PROVIDES MANY HOURS OF ENJOYMENT TO THOUSANDS OF PEOPLE LIKE
MYSELF AND CONTRIBUTES TO THE ADVANCEMENT AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE
COMMERCIAL AVIATION INDUSTRY.

PLEASE HELP ME CONTINUE THE SAFE ENJOYMENT OF MY HOBBY BY
NOT ALLOWING THE FCC TO CARRY OUT ITS PROPOSALS FOR THE 72-76 MHz
8 (.:il""m •

DA\'/ID M. FIW:::ES



Regarding FCC Rule Making

[Date]

{--/.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. TIlls band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules wim a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and me I:rotection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think. we are as important
as business users of radio. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to me advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92·235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need )'our help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.. ;"

Sincerely, /4/c/y4~
. ,

/)':;// /;j-y" /, ..' '/
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The Honorable Joe Bryant
208 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Bryant,

RECE\\JED
tll'i \ , '95'S
_tt\CAr04S~

fEoaw.(ff\CEOf-mESEC"ETNf1

RE: PR Docket 92-235
Vote aga;nst.

I, as a retired FAA aviation oriented person, am greatly concerned about the proposed
rUles that will cause interference from land mobil equipment and our 72 -76 MHz model
aircraft frequencies. This will cause the possibility of destroying an expensive
model aircraft and injuring to persons within the area of model flying.

Please do all within you power to see that this bill, PR
92-235, ;s defeated.

r-,Si ncere1y ,

·/1< ,','. i -" ~ . i, . _ I~ ".

t:rol'lh Dawson
164 Santa t~aria
Mabank, Tx 75147

Docket
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Regarding FCC Rule Making

z~ '1-<' R\:tE\VED
\ll~tt' wS11Q::,

_tn-~
f8)8W.~(J1Rtss:,aEt~

The Honolable John Bryant
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92·235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. TIlls band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apan from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Pan 90 of the
rules with a new Pan 88. Pan 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new'
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not aJlo\\ing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92·235 for the 72·76 MHz band. We all need your help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

I<EN i~ELt"1S

3330 MIDDLbTICLD
DALLAS, TX 75~5j



Regarding FCC Rule Making

[Date]

The Honorable John Oi'antU . I
. S. House of Representatives

Washington, D C ~O~lC.. . ,.;;;.. ,.) ~

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. lbis band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operntions. Howevef. our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new'
Pan 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us.
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact.
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizeabie industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allo~ing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need )'our help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

U;C,NNY WAMPLER
RT #1 BOX 107
SCURRY, TX 75158



Regarding FCC Rule Making

[Date)

The Honorable John Bryant
U.S. Houso of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commi~ion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92·235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apan from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Pan 90 of the
rules with a new Pan 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new,
Pan 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact.
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of propeny. Many of OUT safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable invesunent in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92·235 for the 72·76 MHz band. We all need your help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,

S;-r£t~~
SCOTT KALMUS
5001 BAY VIEW ~
GARLAND, TX 7S043
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The Honorable John Bryant
U. S. House Of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Bryant:

I have been a airplane modeler for going on to 30 years and
I now feel that this very important area of enjoyment is being
threatened.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new
rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that
are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if the new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go
to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans
up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even
death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control
of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the
use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to
assure a safe flying environment.



I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC ~o carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band. In this day of attempting to find more funds to run the
united states, possibly a small fee, $5.00 per person, would help
bring money into the government coffers and would also allow the
FCC to see exactly how many modelers there are out there.

Sincerely yours,

~/~fJ~
David Lowell

11748 Killdrk Lal' * Dlnls, T'IIS 7&228
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Jo!Y\nY Clemens'

THE HOBBY counTER
The GreoteJt HobbY Shop In the worlcRECE\VED

".'1. \\ \q~l

ftoaw.C()AWN\Ctti04S~
(JfICEa:WESEQiTH\~

I am a hobby retailer who sells many radios, radio-controlled models and related products in
my store. In addition, I sell train p.roducts, plastic model kits and other related hobby products.

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) is considering an action that has the potential to destroy my busin\f!ss and that of
thousands of other retailers nationwide like me. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affec:ed.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think wc are as important
as business users of radio, but wc have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a billion dollar industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people and contributes to the
advancement and dcvelopment of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue my business without interference by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We need your help urgently
because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult
to avoid this economic mistake.

Sincerely,

1909 Greenville Averue . Dallas, TX 75206
214-823-0208



The Honorable John Bryant
205 Cannon
House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Jack H. Hamilton
11216 Sesame Street

Dallas, Texas 75238

January 18, 1993
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RE: Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
HPRM-PR Docket 92-235

Dear Mr. Bryant:

I am president of a small oil and gas company headquartered in Dallas, Texas.
My hobby is designing, building, and flying radio-controlled miniature aircraft.
I started building model airplanes when I was 11 years old, and this technical
interest led me to an Engineering degree from George Washington university in
Washington, DC.

Building and flying radio-controlled miniature aircraft is very popular in the
United States, and there are hundreds of clubs that are coordinated by the
Academy of Model Aeronautics (AKA). The AKA has over 100,000 members.

OUr radio frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band, which is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-controlled
frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share this frequency band without interference.

The AMA recently informed me that the FCC plans to add more land mobile
frequencies to the existing band. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will
move closer to our radio-controlled frequencies, leading to interference and
possible crashes of our model aircraft. I am told there are well over a million
model aircraft radio systems in operation and about 65% of these cannot be used
safely if the new frequency allocations are adopted.

I appeal to you to urge the FCC to reconsider their proposed new frequency
allocations for the following reasons:

safety - Many model aircraft have wing spans of 10 feet and weigh 30 to 40
pounds. They are expensive to build and are capable of causing property damage
if radio interference causes a crash.

Expense - Most of the current radio-controlled equipment will become obsolete.
I personally have several thousand dollars invested in radio equipment.
Throughout the United states, several hundred million dollars worth of equipment
will become obsolete.

Technical Feasibility - I am told by a large manufacturer that a complete
redesign of the radio-control systems will be required and they are not sure it
is technically feasible at this time to meet the stringent requirements
necessitated by the much narrower bandwidths that are proposed.

Thank you for your consideration of this important matter.

Sincerely yours,

~~.~
Jack H. Hamilton



Honorable John Brvant
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Dear Congressman Bryant:
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Kindlv reveiew the inclosed letter from me to ~h~ Federal
Communications Commission and support efforts in behalf of hundreds
(Ji th,jusancis e,f rci.l."'~,iCl ,:'ontrol. .~ir'c·I'aft rnc)deler's "t'"... i:l r.)l~cJtect tY~e

f1:·-~~;~t1e!lcj,e3 c~tJr'!'er;t,jv ~jJC'I::~t.E--{J. :,,-, T··ne TJ\lin~ ('II ra,-:-.ii() C'!->fi"t,y-·j-,ll.

~ircr-aft.

T11e!~~ you ior vour ~ssj.5tance.

.... ' "

'3~ IC:"'-.-~
tit:c .~ {i }:, r: ',_; r' !t~61 i

:)e,:.:~,:~ c;oc) d,w i r1

Dallas 75~1)6-61_06
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Dear People:

I am concerned that Docket NPRM-PR-92
235.,. which p~Laces additional frequenci.es
i II the 7 2 1'1 h z ban d... w h i 1 J h a v e a s e r- i 0 U S

negative affect on frequencies allocated
to and used by Radle) Control air-ca-ft.
modele..--s.

These new f..--equencies would incre6se
inte..--fe..--ence and the dallge..-- i:hat our
airc..--a.ft t,vGuld c..--ash. As you. m.5<.Y k.now
some model aircraft we1gh in excess of
10 pou.nds and may -fly at speeds c)'v·er

1 0 0 IT l PH. Add i. t, ion all y ... t t-) e s e P t' C) P 0 S Eo d
frequencies wouJ.d be very costly to
manufactu.rers and modeler's who would.,.
respectively have to engineer and
purchase new radio systems. This would
1mpact hundr-eds of ·thousdands.,. perhaps

<..:) v e 1'"'- 0 n e m i1 1 i 0 ") a c +_ i './ e r- a d i 0 con t r 0 1.
modelers who were assured t.hat the
recent FCC app..--oved frequency allocation
dnd trc.. dio specifications would be in
p 1 a c: e t h r C) u q h t. h e t LA r n C) 'f the c e n t u r" y .

Please vote to
f rE.'q uel1 c: i es_

disallow these proposed

Sincerely ...

~ 1 /~-
,-..:~~(~~
F r-' an 1-< Kc) rman
5834 GOOc1 ....J:i.f')

D a. 1 1 a's T X7 5 2 0 6 -- 6 1 0 6

cc. Send. t(:Jt"'-s



Regarding FCC Rule Making
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I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideraBffPdJllIflET
NIY

Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding Is PR Docket 92·235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and Increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·Z35 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by Rtf:. enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the SO channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek. to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92·235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into eft'eet.

Sincerely,~'7 '. ..~.
~ ;# :1 7

/)6 /(,/ .
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,Ancfrews Whotograpli'l
312 "'est OAk Street

Palattt1e, Texas 15801
(903)129-5182

~()f\()qA8LF J()H~ BRYANT
:~l. f!: 5 (: A ~.\t l\t (: ~\~ ~::~:.... I) (:i "
WAS~~ING~ON, DC 205~5

I AM A CO~C~qNED C~-~IZ~N WHO D~q!~jES

~~OM CONSTRUCTING AND ODERATING ~AD

~-~-fI~; ~-~()88Y IS A C()j~TINUATI~)~! OF MY

~AY ~OUqS o~ ~~JOYME~T

o CONTROLLED AIRPLANES.
NT?REST IN AVIATIO~ FOR
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.~. AS A WA'j ·~.l REA
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1'~~AT ARE CU~RENTLY

CEEI>J:NG 18 !~R D()C~~ET
C{)NC~;~NEI) A80l:-M PRi)Pt)SEf) ~L)~ ..~

tJhJ[~Ei~ C()~\!E; I :D:::r';~/~l-~" T()\~ '::~,'Y ··;'"~i~:: ;;·cc rI ~ !_11:-::~

92-·23~i. I i= ADOP·;-ED ~ "~HE NEW:;~UU::S ~d U_ GREATL..Y i=.(EDUCE THE
~.j5A8I~ITY 0;' FRE0UENCZES C:l.;RRE'\I~;_Y ASSIG~!ED ~(}~ MODEL us~
A~~D W:[i.._l_ J:NCqEAS~ ~~~E RIS~ o~ Acel AND ATTENDAN1'

... , ." .' ".... ,

... , {::".!:'.:\ : ..... ::, ' Y

--,-tA7 WE ~\AV~ 8~~~~'

.•_ J. ~R~E~II~G WIT~; ~.
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RADIO CONTROLLeD

APA~"~ ~R()~ 'THE: L.AND

W0EN WE ;LY OUR MODE~ AIRPLANES UNDER RAD~O CONTROL, WE GO
TO GR~A~ ~~NG~HS ~o ASSUQE THE SA~ETY o~ THE OPERATORS AND
F.Y\t'~;·;-Aj\.m::::Rt; AND "1',..;:::: PROTECT'~O:\; (iF' P:=(O':;;;:::RTY. r"'A\\Y i}f- (lU;={
SAFETY ~R~CAUTIONS INVOLVE THE CA~EFU~ COORDINAT!ON AND USE
OF THE RADIO CONTROL FREc;\UENCIES. IF THE NUMBER OF USABLE:
FREQUENCIES IS DIMINISHED AS PROPOSED BY THE FCC, THE
REMAINING FREQUENCIES WILL BECOME CONGESTED, AND THE MARGIN
OF SA.-7.ETY WILL BE ·GREATLY.,~DECREASED.



PLEASE UNDERSTAND THAT MANY MODEL AIRPLANES HAVE WING SPANS
UP TO 1~ FEET AND WEIGH AS MUCH AS 2~ TO 40 POUNDS. THE
MODELS THEMSELVES ARE EXPENSIVE TO BUILD~ BUT MORE TO THE
POINT, THEY ARE CAPA8LE OF CAUSING SERIOUS cROPERTY DAMAGE,
SERIOUS INJURY, OR EVEN DEATH IF RADIO INTER~ERENCE CAUSES
THE OPERA 7 0R TO LOSE CONTROL OF THE CRAFT. WE OFTEN FLY OU~

MODELS AT ORGANIZED EVE~TS AND CONTESTS WHERE HUNDREDS OF
()t::-~~RA-r()RS PAF(rICJP/~'T'E" ~J.;!::' !\H::E:D THE iJSE ()~ C:d.)F~~ f::"j.J!_1_
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The Honorable John Bryant
House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515
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Dear Mr. Bryant,
I am a 30 year old family man, I have 2 children, I am a homeowner, and

voter. I also enjoy building and flying radio controlled model airplanes. I
have been an aviation buff as long as I can remember.

I am alarmed about the proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proposal is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability
of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model aircraft.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to expand the land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and
cause interference to radio control operations. This interference would be
disastrous to model fliers nationwide. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will remain usable if these rules are adopted.

When we fly our models under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio frequencies in a manner to avoid interference and accidents.
If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly decreased. This proposal would also cause many pieces of radio control
equipment to become obsolete, requiring us to buy new equipment.

Please understand that many models have wing spans up to 10 feet, weigh
as much as 40 pounds and fly at speeds up to 200 mph. The models themselves
are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes
the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need
the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a save
flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like me and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
Steve Davis
3101 Curtis Dr.
Tyler, Texas 75701

~~tdauC
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The Honorable John Bryant
House of Representatives
Washington D.C., 20510

Dear Senator Krueger:

fEB 2 5 1993 Jack Zimmanck
6102 M~Mird..5~

Dafil~~.D
214-522-2900
., a Wt-3
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I am a businessman and a radio control aircraft modeler active in local and regional
competitions. RIC modeling is a fascinating and challenging hobby and sport. Additionally,
myself and the 200 members of North Dallas RIC Club have witnessed many young modelers
develop the rare combination of innovative skills, competitive drive and personal discipline so
greatly needed in America today.

Concern over the possible loss of this character building sport has prompted me to write.

On Febmary 26, The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is considering a ruling
under PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of serious accidents and attendant liability.

Our control frequencies are in the 72-75 MHz band, primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operation. Until now, our radio control frequencies in this band have been far enough
from the mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without much interference.

In fact in 1991 the FCC granted modelers use of additional frequencies in this band that
prompted most flyers to purchase new radio equipment. A great portion of this equipment would
become unusable if the new ruling is adopted.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting current frequencies into
narrower band widths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, land mobile frequencies will
move closer to the radio frequencies and cause interference to radio control operation.

The significant point is: If a voice channel is momentarily interrupted all that is lost is a word
that can be repeated. If a control channel is momentarily interrupted, a model plane with a wing
span up to ten feet and weighing up to 40 pounds traveling up to 100 miles per hour is no longer
under control of its pilot.

Pilots of radio control airplanes go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators,
bystanders and property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination of the
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radio frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become crowded beyond an acceptable safety margin. I am told
that only 19 usable frequencies of the currently assigned 50 will be left if the new rules are
adopted.

We often fly our models at organized events were hundreds of operators participate and at shows
where thousands of spectators are present. We need our full complement of radio frequencies
in order to retain the a safe flying environment we currently enjoy.

I believe it is not a well conceived plan for the FCC to expand operating conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of several hundred thousand radio control modelers throughout
the country. Texas ranks among the top states in number of RIC pilots.

The FCC may not believe that aircraft modeling is as important as business use of radios, but
modelers have a considerable investment in models and radio equipment and an industry
approaching $1 billion is directly at risk if these rules changes are adopted.

Perhaps most important, the hobby provides many hours of enjoyment for thousands of Texas
residents of all ages and a positive, instructive environment for young people to develop a broad
range of capabilities and become more responsible Americans.

Please help me to preserve safe enjoyment of my hobby/sport and retain this environment for
future generations of modelers. Please voice my and your concerns by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-75 MHz band.

since;e~\
./J;uXl?~ ~~
Jack,himthanck

I 1
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The Honorable John Bryant
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Sir:

February 10, 1993
RECEIVED
lAY I t fltJfBlIW._."CfFK;£fFTfE_:-a-

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important
hobby of mine, and a thriving indu.stry for our nation, radio controlled (RIC) model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of
your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface
models by keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5
Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels
on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band ow used by
hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire
RIC hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easil)
be put out of my control by a mobile radio user I'd have no way of knowing
about, creating a severe safety hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for 20 years. I own several radios and model
airplanes and accessories worth thousands of dollars. When you consider that there are
hundreds of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule
changes will affect a lot of people economically and in terms of the employment of people;
in the RIC industry. This is yet another example of our Government working against,
instead of in coordination with, private industry in this country. "

I urge you to act against this rule change. Keep 10Khz spacing between all
frequencies on 7S MHz and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC
enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby and its supporting industry
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much
investment of money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

SiJLc~

John C. Lill


